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Dear Sir: 

Applicants respectfully request, pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.705(d), reconsideration 
of the determination of Patent Term Adjustment (PTA) indicated in the Issue Notification 
mailed May 21, 2008. The above-identified application issued as U.S. Patent No. 
7,384,967 on June 10, 2008, and is not subject to a terminal disclaimer. 

Applicants believe the PTA was, due to USPTO error, improperly reduced by 9 
days to the indicated 317 days. Further, Applicants respectfully request that the 
submission of February 14, 2008 (re-transmitted February 22, 2008) be fully considered 
in the calculation of PTA for the above-identified application. 

On July 18, 2008, Applicants' representative spoke with Kery Fries, USPTO 
Office of Patent Legal Administration, regarding the calculation of PTA for the above- 
identified application. Mr. Fries reviewed the Issue Notification reduction in PTA and 
instructed Applicant to file the instant petition. Mr. Fries also indicated it appeared from 
the record that Applicants' communication of February 14, 2008, had not been 
considered in the determination of PTA for the above-identified application. 
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Applicants believe the communication of February 14, 2008, a request for 
reconsideration of PTA under 37 C.F.R. § 1.705(b), which pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 
1 .704(e), is not to be considered a failure to engage in reasonable efforts to conclude 
prosecution of the application. The unrelated Examiner communication of February 22, 
2008, which was an IDS that was previously submitted by Applicants that was never 
initialed by the Examiner, does not constitute a failure to engage in reasonable efforts to 
conclude prosecution of the application. Neither of the aforementioned communications 
are considered exchanges pursuant to either 37 C.F.R. § 1.704(c)(10) or to C.F.R. § 
1.704(c)(ll). 

Applicants request reinstatement of the 9 day reduction taken for the time 
between February 14, 2008, and February 22, 2008, and continue to submit that the 
correct patent term adjustment is that as described in Applicants' February 14, 2008 
communication. Applicants request that the submission of February 14, 2008 be fully 
considered in the calculation of PTA for the above-identified application. 

Due to the USPTO error, which made this Petition necessary, Applicants believe 
no fee is required to timely file this paper. However, should any additional petition or 
fee be required for timely filing of this Petition Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1 .705(d), 
Applicants hereby petition for such Petition or Extension of Time and hereby grants 
authorization to charge Deposit Account No. 14-1447, in the name of Novo Nordisk Inc., 
for any such required fee. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: August 5, 2008 / Rosemarie R. Wilk-Orescan. Reg. No. 45.220 / 

Rosemarie R. Wilk-Orescan 

Registration No. 45,220 
Novo Nordisk Inc. 
Customer No. 23,650 
(609) 987-5969 
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